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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-39 have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 21-22 are objected to because of the following informalities: Those claims 
supposed to be depend on the system instead of method. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Regarding claims 1,14,27 the phrase "configured to" renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase" configured to" is 
actually performed. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jarosz (US Patent No 7000121 B2) in view of Kauhanen (US Pub No 2004/0064563 
A1). 

7. As per claims 1 , 1 4,27: Jarosz teaches a method/system/computer-readable 
medium for redirecting data, the method comprising: transmitting over a network an 
indication from a first node to a second node that a third node has failed (See col 1 lines 
32-40, col 3 lines 52-58 and claim 1); 

Jarosz does not explicitly teach reconfiguring a first data, the first data initially 
configured to be transmitted over the network between the second node and the third 
node, to be transmitted over the network between a fourth node and the first node after 
the indication has been received by the second node(See paragraph 0014-0015). 

However Kauhanen teaches reconfiguring a first data, the first data initially 
configured to be transmitted over the network between the second node and the third 
node, to be transmitted over the network between a fourth node and the first node after 
the indication has been received by the second node (See Paragraph 0014-0015). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method disclosed by Jarosz to include 
reconfiguring a first data, the first data initially configured to be transmitted over the 
network between the second node and the third node, to be transmitted over the 
network between a fourth node and the first node after the indication has been received 
by the second node. This modification would have been obvious because a person 
having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so, as suggested by, 
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Jarosz (See col 1 lines 25-29) inorder to provide means which ensure that full or partial 
failure of gateway (for example failure of either one or both of the interfaces onto its 
connected network) does not result in such a lack of connection. 

8. As per claims 2,15,28: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method of further comprising configuring the first node and the fourth node to send and 
receive encrypted data between the first node and the fourth node (See Jarosz col 1 
lines 32-45). 

9. As per claims 3,16,29: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method of further comprising configuring the first node and the fourth node to send and 
receive the encrypted data between the first node and the fourth node via a first tunnel 
(See Kauhanen par 0014). 

10. As per claims 4,17,30: the combination Jarosz and Kauhnen teach the method 
further comprising using a security protocol to encrypt the data (See Jarosz col 4 lines 
32-52). 

11. As per claim 5,18,31: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the method 
of wherein the security protocol comprises at least one of Secured Socket Layer (SSL), 
Secure HTTP (SHTTP), Private Communications Technology (PCT), and IP Security 
(IPSEC)(See Jarosz col 4 lines 32-59). 

12. As per claims 6,19,32: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method of claim 1 , further comprising configuring the third node and the second node to 
send and receive encrypted data between the third node and the second node (See 
Jarosz col 1 lines 32-40, col 3 lines 52-58). 
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13. As per claims 7,20,33: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method further comprising configuring the third node and the second node to send and 
receive the encrypted data between the third node and the second node via a second 
tunnel (See Jarosz col 5 lines 38-63). 

14. As per claims 8,21,34: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method further comprising using a security protocol to encrypt the data (See Jarosz col 
4 lines 32-59). 

15. As per claims 9,22,35: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method wherein the security protocol comprises at least one of Secured Socket Layer 
(SSL), Secure HTTP (SHTTP), Private Communications Technology (PCT), and IP 
Security (IPSEC)(See Jarosz col 4 lines 32-59). 

16. As per claims 10,23,36: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method wherein the first node and the third node comprise a first gateway (See Jarosz 
Fig 2 steps 1,21 and col 3 lines 6-24). 

1 7. As per claims 1 1 ,24,37: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method of wherein the second node and the fourth node comprise a second gateway 
(See See Jarosz Fig 2 steps 1,21 and col 3 lines 6-24). 

18. As per claims 12,25,38: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method of wherein transmitting over the network the indication further comprising using 
Internet Key Exchange (IKE)(See Jarosz col 4 lines 32-59). 

19. As per claims 1 3,26,39: the combination of Jarosz and Kauhanen teach the 
method of wherein the network comprises the Internet (See Jarosz Fig 2 step 22,4). 
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Conclusion 



19. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



applicant's disclosure. See PTO 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fikremariam Yalew whose telephone number is 
5712723852. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Moazzami Nasser.can be reached on 5712738300. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272-4195. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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